February 26, 2016

Changes Made to the Draft Design Guidelines by the HPC ~ egistar 20200207

in Response to Public Input

The HPC has held 3 public information meeting to seek homeowner input into the
draft Design Guidelines for the proposed Church-Cherokee-Freyer-Seminole-
Frances Historic District. Comments and suggestions from each meeting have
been incorporated into the guidelines, with a total of 35 changes being made. The
intent is to balance the merits of preservation with the practicalities of some

changes.

The changes to the Design Guidelines fall into several categories:

s C(larifying coverage of practical situations facing homeowners today

a.

b.
c.
d

Clarifying language about the addition of porches (page 54)
Clarifying language about addition of a front walk (page 46)
Clarifying language about addition of a second story (page 71)
Clarifying language about using modern materials for siding or
shutters (pages 59 and 62)

» Making it clear that some sections are for guidance only and may not require
a Certificate of Appropriateness

a.
b.

C.

Ornamental landscaping (page 51 and 90)
Driveways (pages 43 and 44, 80 and 81)

Exterior lighting (page 52 and 91)

e Making the Guidelines less restrictive by removing the concept of visually
differentiating new construction from old (pages 66, 68, 71, 74, 78, 84)



CHURCH CHEROKEE DESIGN GUIDELINES
Summary of Changes from February 2, 2016 HPC meeting

1. Page 4 — In first sentence of last paragraph, changed “adopted” to “derived.”
2. Page 46 — Struck first sentence of first bullet point under Not Recommended: A-new-entranee

1 | obvsioal avidence.

3. Page 52 — Added the foliowing language to the end of the first paragraph “outdoor lighting
should provide sufficient illumination while not casting a glare on the property, the public right
of way or other surrounding properties. The goal is to provide subtle illumination with minimal
visual impact from the lighting fixtures.”

4. Page 54~ Removed 1ast sentence of second-to-last bullet pomt under Recommended Cilhenﬂew

7. Page 71 — Edited the first bullet under Recommended to remove “distinguishable-from-the
e 3

eﬁgma{—femoilﬂae—hﬂwﬁe-sﬁuem;e—b&t—slm&ld—b
8. Page74 7 Removed ﬁrst buIlet under Not Recommended Arpefeh—aéd-&wﬂ—sheedd—ﬂe%ereate-e

eﬁﬂm&eﬁe—s&}e}se—that-ﬁﬁ-pessﬂﬂe%&éfm

9. Page 77 — In the first sentence of the last paragraph, changed “Kennesaw Avenue” to “Church
Cherokee Streets.”

10. nge 78 Rernoved first bullet pomt under Recommended Deaga—elemeﬂts—eﬁ—new—eoﬂsfmie@m




1.

Summary of Changes from September & December 2015 Draft

(incorporating changes proposed by Christopher Brown, Steven Imler, David F reedman)

Corrected numbering errors between sections and table of contents. This affected almost all
pages.

Content revisions:

2.

I

10.

11.

12;

13.

14.

15.
16.

Page 4 - Added language in introduction:

These guidelines are written with the purpose of the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance in
mind — “to protect and enhance the historical and aesthetic attraction to tourists and visitors and
thereby promote and stimulate business, and to provide for the protection, enhancement,
perpetuation, and use of places, districts, sites, buildings, structures, and works of art having a
special historic, architectural, cultural, or aesthetic interest or value, and to provide reasonable

Hexibility for property owners to improve and maintain their properties below certain thresholds,

and for special circumstances.”

Page 13 — Added district boundaries.

Page 24 - Added new bullet item under “A CoA is NOT necessary for-..:”

Any activity that does not require a building or demolition permit

Pages 43 & 44 — Added to bottom of pages:

**Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness may not be required for a driveway. This section is for
guidance only.

Page 46 - Added text under first bullet of “Not Recommended:”

[f'a new entrance walk is proposed, its design and materials should be consistent with the style,
size, and period of the house.

Page 47 — corrected typo (“woo” to “wood™).

Page 49 - Changed “shall” to “should” in third bullet of “Recommended;” changed “and” to “or”
under first bullet of “Not Recommended.”

Page 51 — Added new bullet under “Not Recommended” stating “Removal of mature, healthy
hardwood trees.” Also added “**Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for a
change in landscaping. This section is for guidance only.”

Pages 52 — Added to bottom of page:

**Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for a change in outdoor lighting. This
section is for guidance only.

Page 54 — Added new bullet under “Recommended”:

If there is no evidence that a porch previously existed, new porches may be constructed on any
fagade as long as it respects the pattern, scale, size, style, decorative elements, and overall design
of other porches in the area. The new porch should also be constructed in such a way as to make
the addition reversible for future owners.

Also removed bullet under “Not Recommended” stating “Addition of porches, unless there is
pictorial documentation or physical evidence of a historic porch.”

Page 59 — Under last bullet of “Recommended,” added the text “Modern durable materials will
be considered on a case by case basis.”

Page 62 — Added text to the 5* bullet under “Recommended:” and may be made from synthetic
materials that closely resemble wood. "

Page 65- Deleted a portion of the last sentence in the first paragraph under “Principle of
Compatibility for Additions:” “....by being compatible, but should be distinet enough to be
distinguishable from the original building.”

Page 67- Changed “shall” to “should” in 2™ bullet under “Recommended.”

Page 69- Replaced “shall” and “must” under 4™ and 5% bullets with “should.”




17

18.

19.

20.
21.

22,

23,

24.
25.

Page 71 — Added under “Recommended”: “While second story additions, commonly known as
“pop-top " renovations, are generally discouraged, they can be a viable option when the addition
emulates the overall appearance of the existing first level, and does not significantly alter the
architectural styling of the original structure when viewed from the street.”

Removed from “Not Recommended:” “Additions that increase the height of the existing historic
structure, or “pop-tops,” are inappropriate.”

Page 73 - Added to bottom of page: **Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for
a change-in outdoor lighting. This section is for guidance only.

Page 77 - Deleted a portion of the paragraph under “Principle of Compatibility of New
Construction:” “...and quantifiable design elements, including setbacks, scale, and proportions,
should be within ten percent of the established extremes of measurement within a given block
face.”

Page 79 — corrected the spelling of principal under 3™ bullet of “Recommended.”

Pages 80 & 81- Added to bottom of pages: **Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness may not be
required for a driveway. This section is for guidance only.

Page 90 — Added “Not Recommended” stating “Removal of mature, healthy hardwood trees.”
Also added “**Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for a change in
landscaping. This section is for guidance only.”

Page 91 - Added to bottom of page:**Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for a
change in outdoor lighting. This section is for guidance only.

Added full text of HPC Ordinance under Section 11.3 instead of code reference.

Page 122 — Added to the bottom of the page: **Note: This section is for reference only.




1.

2.

(U5 ]

10.

11.

12,

13.

14,

15.
i6.

Summary of Changes from September & December 2015 Draft
(incorporating changes proposed by Chrisiopher Brown, Steven Imler, David Freedman)

Corrected numbering errors between sections and table of contents. This affected almost all
pages.

Content revisions:

Page 4 - Added language in introduction:

These guidelines are written with the purpose of the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance in
mind - “fo protect and enhance the historical and aesthetic attraction to tourists and visitors and
thereby promote and stimulate business, and to provide for the protection, enhancement,
perpetuation, and use of places, districts, sites, buildings, structures, and works of art having a
special historic, architectural, cultural, or aesthetic interest or value, and to provide reasonable

Hexibility for property owners to improve and maintain their properties below certain thresholds,

and for special circumstances.”

Page 13 — Added district boundaries.

Page 24 - Added new bullet item under “A CoA is NOT necessary for...:”

Any activity that does not require a building or demolition permit

Pages 43 & 44 — Added to bottom of pages:

**Note: A Certificate of Appropriateness may not be required for a driveway. This section is for
guidance only.

Page 46 - Added text under first bullet of “Not Recommended:”

[f' a new entrance wallc is proposed, its design and materials should be consistent with the style,
size, and period of the house.

Page 47 — corrected typo (“woo” to “wood”™).

Page 49 - Changed “shall” to “should” in third bullet of “Recommended;” changed “and” to “or”
under first bullet of “Not Recommended.”

Page 51 - Added new bullet under “Not Recommended” stating *“Removal of mature, healthy
hardwood trees.” Also added “**Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for a
change in landscaping. This section is for guidance only.”

Pages 52 — Added to bottom of page:

**Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for a change in outdoor lighting. This
section is for guidance only,

Page 54 — Added new bullet under “Recommended™

If'there is no evidence that a porch previously existed, new porches may be constructed on any
tagade as Jong as it respects the pattern, scale, size, style, decorative elements, and overall design
of other porches in the area. The new porch should also be constructed in such a way a8 t0 make
the addition reversible for future owners.

Also removed bullet under “Not Recommended” stating “Addition of porches, unless there is
pictorial documentation or physical evidence of a historic porch.”

Page 59 — Under last bullet of “Recommended,” added the text “Modern, durable marerials will
be considered on a case by case basis.”

Page 62 — Added text 1o the 5 bullet under “Recommended:” and may be made from synthetic
materials that closely resemble wood, "

Page 65- Deleted a portion of the last sentence in the first paragraph under “Principle of
Compatibility for Additions:” *....by being compatible, but should be distinct enough to be
distinguishable from the original building.”

Page 67- Changed “shall” to “should” in 2™ bullet under “Recommended.”

Page 69- Replaced “shall” and “must” under 4™ and 5% bullets with “should.”




17.

I8.

20.
21.

22

23.

24.
25.

Page 7] ~ Added under “Recommended™: “While second story additions, commonly lnown as
“pop-top” renovations, are generally discouraged, they can be a viable option when the addition
emulates the overall appearance of the existing first level, and does not significarntly alter the
architectural styling of the original structure when viewed from the street.”

Removed from “Not Recommended:” “Additions that increase the height of the existing historic
structure, or “pop-tops,” are inappropriate.”

Page 73 - Added to bottom of page: **Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for
a change in outdoor lighting. This seciion is for guidance only.

. Page 77 - Deleted a portion of the paragraph under “Principle of Compatibility of New

1Y

Construction:” “...and quantifiable design elements, including setbacks, scale, and proportions,
should be within ten percent of the established extremes of measurement within a given block
face.”

Page 79 — corrected the spelling of principal under 3™ bullet of “Recommended.”

Pages 80 & 81- Added to bottom of pages: **Note: 4 Cerrificate of Appropriateness may not be
required for a driveway. This section is for guidance only.

Page 90 — Added “Not Recommended” stating “Removal of mature, healthy hardwood trees.”
Also added “**Note: 4 Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for o change in
landscaping. This section is for guidance only, ”

Page 91 - Added to bottom of page:**Note: 4 Cerrificate of Appropriateness is not required for a
change in outdoor lighting. This section is for guidance only.

Added full text of HPC Ordinance under Section 11.3 instead of code reference.

Page 122 — Added to the bottom of the page: **Note: This section is for reference only.




